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REMARKS 

This paper is submitted in reply to the Office Action dated October 29, 2004. 
Since January 29, 2005 falls on a Saturday, the period for response extends up to and 
includes January 31, 2005, and therefore, this paper is timely filed within the three-month 
period for response. Reconsideration and allowance of all pending claims are respectfully 
requested. 

In the subject Office Action, claims 1-2, 5-8, 10-16, 19-21 and 23-30 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,619,006 to 
Magnoni et al. (Magnoni), and claims 3, 9, 17 and 22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Manoni. Applicant respectfully traverses the 
Examiner's rejections to the extent that they are maintained. 

Although the Office Action objected to claims 4 and 1 8 by virtue of their 
dependencies on rejected base claims as outlined above, Applicant appreciates the 
Examinees acknowledging the allowable subject matter in each of these objected-to 
claims. 

Applicant also thanks the Examiner for the courtesy extended in the telephonic 
interview on January 3, 2005 between the Examiner and Applicant's representative. In 
the interview, proposed amendments to the claims to address the art-based rejections 
were discussed. Specifically proposed was incorporating the allowable subject matter of 
the objected-to claims (i.e., ramping the reference voltage, or sequencing through a 
plurality of reference voltages as described on page 11, line 16 of the application) into the 
respective independent claims. 

To this end, Applicant has canceled claims 4 and 18 and in deference to the 
Examiner, and has incorporated the subject matter of these objected-to claims into their 
respective independent claims 1 and 16. Claims 3, 9, 11-13, 17, 22, 24-26 and 29 have 
been amended for antecedent-based and other consistency related reasons, and dependent 
claims 3 1 and 32 have been added Applicant respectfully submits that no new matter is 
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being added by the above amendments, as the amendments are fully supported in the 
specification, drawings and claims as originally filed. 

Each remaining independent claim has now been amended to include the 
allowable subject matter, i.e., sequencing through a plurality of reference voltages. As 



through a plurality of reference voltages. 

As such, Applicant respectfully submits that all pending claims are novel and non- 
obvious over the prior art of record. Reconsideration and allowance of all pending claims 
are therefore respectfully requested. If the Examiner has any questions regarding the 
foregoing, or which might otherwise further this case onto allowance, the Examiner may 
contact the undersigned at (513) 241-2324. Moreover, if any other charges or credits are 
necessary to complete this communication, please apply them to Deposit Account 



discussed during the interview, none of the prior art teaches or suggests sequencing 



23-3000. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 





Reg. No. 52,197 
WOOD, HERRON & EVANS, L.L.P. 
2700 Carew Tower 
441 Vine Street 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 
Telephone: (513)241-2324 
Facsimile: (513)241-6234 



Page 9 of 9 

Serial No. 10/684,044 

Amendment and Response dated January 31, 2005 
Reply to Office Action of October 29, 2004 
WH&E MIDTF/349P2 

K:\fcODTF\349P2\Aincndmetti «ad Response ro I 0-»-O4 OA.wpd 



12/12 * RCVD AT 1/31/2005 4:33:14 PM (Eastern Standard Time} * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/4 * DNIS:8729306 * CSID:513 241 6234 * DURATION (mm-SS):04-04^_ P . 12 



